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P.O. Box 2816
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(208) 334-2712
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
CASEY EARL FARLEY,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
___________________________)

NO. 44020
ADA COUNTY NO. CR 2015-7034
APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Casey Earl Farley appeals from his judgment of conviction for aggravated
battery. Mr. Farley pleaded guilty and the district court imposed a unified sentence of
ten years, with two and one-half years fixed. Mr. Farley appeals, and he asserts that
the district court abused its discretion by imposing an excessive sentence.1

Mr. Farley filed a motion for credit for time served, seeking credit based upon State v.
Owens, 158 Idaho 1 (2015). (R., p.85.) The district court denied the motion, but
reduced the sentence pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35 by the number of days that
Mr. Farley requested. (R., p.90.) He therefore makes no claim regarding his motion for
credit for time served.
1
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Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
On April 24, 2015, officers responded to a report of a battery at the Idaho State
Correctional Center south of Boise. (Presentence Investigation Report (hereafter, PSI),
p.3. A Department of Correction sergeant reported that two cellmates, Christopher
Hastings and Mr. Farley, battered another inmate by punching, kicking, and stomping
the inmate’s head against the floor, rendering him unconscious. (PSI, p.3.) Mr. Farley
acknowledged his involvement, stating, “I was in an altercation with Jonathon Thorne, I
punched, kicked and stomped on his, which caused injuries.” (PSI, p.4.) Mr. Farley
stated, “I feel that as soon as he stopped fighting I should have also. I should not have
hit him when he was helpless.” (PSI, p.4.)
Mr. Farley was charged with aggravated battery. (R., p.43.) He pleaded guilty
and the district court imposed a unified sentence of ten years, with two and one-half
years fixed. (R., pp.60, 91.) Mr. Farley appealed. (R., p.96.) He asserts that the
district court abused its discretion by imposing an excessive sentence.
ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed a unified sentence of ten
years, with two and one-half years fixed, upon Mr. Farley following his plea of guilty to
aggravated battery?
ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed A Unified Sentence Of Ten
Years, With Two And One-Half Years Fixed, Upon Mr. Farley Following His Plea Of
Guilty To Aggravated Battery
Mr. Farley asserts that, given any view of the facts, his unified sentence of ten
years, with two and one-half years fixed, is excessive. Where a defendant contends
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that the sentencing court imposed an excessively harsh sentence, the appellate court
will conduct an independent review of the record giving consideration to the nature of
the offense, the character of the offender, and the protection of the public interest. See
State v. Reinke, 103 Idaho 771 (Ct. App. 1982).
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that, “‘[w]here a sentence is within statutory
limits, an appellant has the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of
the court imposing the sentence.’”

State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294 (1997)

(quoting State v. Cotton, 100 Idaho 573, 577 (1979)). Mr. Farley does not allege that
his sentence exceeds the statutory maximum. Accordingly, in order to show an abuse
of discretion, Mr. Farley must show that in light of the governing criteria, the sentence
was excessive considering any view of the facts. Id. (citing State v. Broadhead, 120
Idaho 141, 145 (1991), overruled on other grounds by State v. Brown, 121 Idaho 385
(1992)). The governing criteria or objectives of criminal punishment are: (1) protection
of society; (2) deterrence of the individual and the public generally; (3) the possibility of
rehabilitation; and (4) punishment or retribution for wrongdoing. Id. (quoting State v.
Wolfe, 99 Idaho 382, 384 (1978), overruled on other grounds by State v. Coassolo, 136
Idaho 138 (2001)).
In this case, the State recommended a sentence of three years determinate.
(Tr., p.27, Ls.21-23.) Counsel for Mr. Farley requested the same sentence. (Tr., p.31,
Ls.5-10.)
Counsel for Mr. Farley noted that Mr. Farley had taken full responsibility for his
actions from “day one” and had expressed remorse and regret over his actions that day.
According to counsel, Mr. Farley picked Mr. Thorne because he knew that Mr. Thorne
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did not have any gang affiliations and knew that nobody would be coming after him.
(Tr., p.32, Ls.1-10.)

Mr. Farley was in an “untenable situation” and knew that the

incident would change his housing, and “that’s the decision he made.” (Tr., p.32, Ls.110.)
Counsel noted that Mr. Farley was “literally raised by the State as a kid,” and that
he suffered from “institutionalized thinking.”

(Tr., p.32, Ls.11-17.)

Mr. Farley was

“basically abandoned by his parents [and] raised by the State.” (Tr., p.35, Ls.17-20.)
And, “no matter what anyone thinks about [Mr. Farley’s] reasoning that day … I think we
can all agree that we have no idea what it’s like to live in prison. No idea.” (Tr., p.32,
Ls.19-25.) Counsel also informed the court, “you make decisions in prison that you
normally would never have to do in real life,” and “it’s truly about survival.” (Tr., p.33,
Ls.1-10.) Mr. Farley addressed the court and emphasized that his crime had nothing to
do with gang violence. (Tr., p.37, Ls.24-25.)
Considering the fact that Mr. Farley accepted responsibility for his actions and
expressed remorse and regret for his actions, Mr. Farley submits that the district court
abused its discretion when it exceeded the recommendations of both parties and
imposed a unified sentence of ten years, with two and one-half years fixed.
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CONCLUSION
Mr. Farley respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence as it deems
appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that his case be remanded to the district court
for a new sentencing hearing.
DATED this 30th day of September, 2016.

__________/s/_______________
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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